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tax. Then the present law presents us nothing more than the applieativn of a geaeral power, limited by
the soandest discretion. ‘ T e S o "

Will it tiien be said, that the state has not the power of selecting these oflices as-the ohjects of a dis-
criminating tax? Sach an objection would refote itself, for it wiould deny to the state the right of impos.
ing any tax which might be pactial in its operation. T'hen' would the direct tax be illegal as operating
ouly upou the landholder, the retailers tax as cunﬁﬂ_t;i to the -‘-Laulcara, the magriage tax as paid only by
the woo ny, and in (ine every gpecies of tax which has been levied in your state, would be denounced as
unconstitutional.  Whether it be right and proper thus to discrimjnate, or -whether Lhe state, in adopt-
ing a sy~tem ol taxaiion shouid uot avind these discrinunations, and make- it peneral, that to u»e.lhe lene
guage of our declara ion of rights, e\ ery cilizen would-be compellcd to c‘onu'lbu_'(e'accordm_g to his uct.ual
worth in real or personal property,” we are uot wow callea upon to say,  ‘I'hien it bwt Fematus Lo inquire,
are offices, or Lhe veceipts of offices, proper and legal objects of taxatiun?  llere we have found ex‘reme
difficel'y in even imagining reasous which would wtioliy ¢xempt them {rom taxation . The piesent tax
is nothing more than an income (ax, aud is in entite accurdance with the ductrine, ssthat those who take
benefits under the government, should contribute to its support in propottion to thuse beuelits ** - Whas
is there to exempt valuakle fianchises of this kind irom taxation, which would not also exempt vights 1o
veal or personal property, or valuable rights of any Lind whatsgever - Tueright to the fecs of these ofli-
ces grows out of and is protected and enforced by the laws of this state, and shie has the rame power o
collupon the persops clothed with these viihits 1o contiibute to heyr suppoit in proportion to their value,
becaute of the grant, protect on or enforcement ¢f them, which slie has to eall upun the owner of real
or personal property of any kind, whom she protects i the enjoymentof it, to cuntribute according to
its value  Benefliciaries of this kind must he placed on a level in this respect with all others. s tiere.
any thing sacved in the nature of an oifice, ot of the Lenefits attached to it, which will exeept it fiom the
common lot of all rights or benefits derived from human laws?  If sp, the stace must be suppored to have
entered into a lacit contract with these officers, which will not permit ber to lay Lér hands on their lecs
of office  'The state must be supposed to have tucitly contiacied with these officers, that they should
reccive stipulated fees for their services, and to he now estopped by bes own contract trom reducing those
feesin any manner or in any degree,: the whole notion -of contract, as apphed to oflices, feems eLiones
ous, and as applied te mere wministerial offices, such as arve the objects of taxation under this law, is intie.
vitely more so - It proceeds cntirely upon the supposition that offices are made for the bencfit of those
who il them, and not for putlic benefit; and that however Joudly public convenience or adventage may
dema=nd it, we dare not tauch them or their perquisites. . Such a ductrine. would have suited the age-of
monopolies, but il is not very well adapted to our republican institutions . 1§ iz would prove apy thing, it
would prove too much-~1t would denv our right to abolish the «flice, to ancrease its duties, ot to dimin-
ish the fees attached to it Yer it is adiitted on all hands, that we have the power of teducing thess
ees, nor can the officer be injured by the exercise of Lhis power.” The performance of his oflicial duties
for the fees allowed, whatever they nay e, is altopether voluntary on the part ¢f the efficer. ‘The office.

3is not torced upon him, Ile may cast off its duties whenzozver he will, - 7his adniission once made, that
we may reduce the fees of there officers, (and who can refuse Lo make it,) the question teenis to be put to
rest What is the preseat law in its desizn and operation, but & mode of reduciion, ditiering ounly from o
simple reduction of their fees, in that the latter is for the Lenefit o those who Lay the {ces, whilst the fore
ner is fur the benefit of the state.” We may reduce these fees, and throw the excess back inlo the hands
f the people who pav. ‘I'hea what is there to inhibit us .from reduacing them, aud thiowing the ‘excess
into the treasury of the state? * The power excrcised in Loth cases is the same, the diffesence 18 ouly as to
he beneficiaties ot that power. - o ' - ’ S '

Confining ourse'ves o the question of right, we are then led 1o the ennelnsion, that the state may im.

ose a lux upon ofiices, such a3 ave taxrd by the law of the last sersion, and that thistex may be made o
discriminating tax  Whether it be proper ot expedient, we pretend net (o say. As the vpinivn ot your'
omnitiee wes expressly asked, for the satisfaction of donbting members of the house, we could not deem .
tsuflicient eerely to throw out our cpinion, unfortitied-by remark or reasowy, and the hints ot arument;
Ml for we can term them nothing nmore,) which we have furnished, will, we Liuat, conduct all such mene
bers Lo a salistactory conclusion, All which is respecifully submived, -~ . :

s " ' By order, .. JAMES B. LATIMER, Clk.

MR The hill to repeal an act to tax certain officers, was read the second time, . On matiow by Mr, anhf,'
e question was put, ‘That the same be referied to the Ist of June nexiz . ‘The yeas aud uays being re.

ERR Ui ed appeared as tollow: '

Alfirmative—Mr Speaker, Hawkins, Gough, Harsis, McClean, Ireland, l{t»dgcs,'nailt'ymple. Chap-
nan, Beunett, Spencer, Linyd Reyner, Dennis, Teackle. Jones, Sullivaire, Fecleston, I'ravers, T'homas,
“wing, Grubb, Wootten, Duvall, Nickoison, Wright, Willams, ‘Farker, Hooper, Bamnes, Cromwelt, ~
*mp, Hope, Norris, Jarrew, Montaomery, tlardeastle, Barwick,. Brown, Boon, Bowles, "ouke, White,-
lerrick, Beall, Lansdale, Hoffman, M«<Makon. Lautz, Khpstine—30,-  ~ ' o ,

Nega jve. —atrv. Kilzoor, Millard, Maxey, Lstep, Gecke't, Parran, Rogerson, Garmer, Shower, Wor-.
hington, Price, Turner, King, Hunderson, Peach, Carroll, Tingle, Howard, Tyson, Lee, 20, _

Resolved in the affivmat ve ' AR o : C L ‘

On motion by Mr. Muntgowery, Ordered That the additional -applementto an actfor gnieting possessia
f3.enrolling conveyances, and securig the estates of parcha: ers, have u serond reading ou Satuiday next,

Mv tloward obtained leave to bring in"a hill, entitled, An'act to enable Jerome Napoleon Buonnpirm,

P hald propeity in this state  Ordered, That Aussrs Howard, ‘Fysaun and Alillard, report the same. ;

M:. Tyson reports a bifl, entitled, An act (urther to resalate the inspection of tobacco, Ordered
ha the same have a -:crond‘readir;g on T'nesdiv next., o o ' ' : St
Mr. Barnes reports a bill. entitled. An act relating to the duties of justire

Mr. King reports a bill, enitled, Anact to '
f delegates from the sev '
Uesday next.

. 5 of the peace and constables,
alier and amend the constitation su as (o reduce the nambes

eral counties a this'state, " Opdered, That the same have uéecond-ruding i




